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Quality Control on Standard Samples of Benzene and
Chloroform of Drinking Water Quality Standard

Sun Ku Park, Jun Hwan Kim, Jung Hwa Kim, Ki Bong Song, Eun Suk Cho,
Pyong Chung Kim and Jae Keun Ryu

National Institute of Environmental Research Z80-17
Bulkwang -dong, Eunpyung-gu, Seoul, 122-040, Korea

VP, VP-anti, Mix ST, G(B0:50), G(30:70) standard samples of benzene and chloroform
respectively were analyzed weekly for a month. The error ratio of VP standard sample stored
in 4C and caped with PTFE material was less than £10%. The VP standard sample had
more reliablity than any other samples. These reliablities were analyzed and determinated by
Gas Chromatograph. Therefore, the VP standard sample was the best standard sample to
product the reliable results for external quality control.
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Fig. 1. Comparison of results for each wvial

standard samples(benzene) stored at 4C.
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